Supplementary material (B)
Hydrological threats are assessed by five different indicators in the paper. The quantitative part of the assessment is based on the flood pulse concept (Junk et al., 1989 , Tockner et al., 2000 and considers the reduction in flood volume (i.e. flows above bankfull that lead to wetland inundation) due to (i) current water management and (ii) climate change in the 2050s. In the qualitative assessment, the potential for future flow modifications is assessed by the number of new dam initiatives taking currently part in the upstream area of each wetland. Further qualitative results address the capacity to act for each site by evaluating whether upstream water resource availability and the existing institutional framework could support the implementation of conservation measures. Table 2 provides the detailed results of the multi-indicator assessment described in Chapter 3 of the paper. Table 2 . Detailed results of the multi-indicator assessment for the 93 selected riparian wetlands. Numbers provided in brackets represent the number of current major dam initiatives upstream (column 6) and the number of month with water scarcity upstream (column 7). In column 8, transboundary and non-transboundary upstream areas need to be distinguished. For wetlands with a transboundary upstream area, a score ranging from zero to six was calculated to describe formal institutional capacity. For wetlands with a non-transboundary upstream area, only presence (=yes) or absence (=no) of legal provisions or official recommendation to establish eFlows are considered. 
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